contrast, the more participants reported being politically liberal, the more zero-sum thinking they exhibited and the more they believed people can only get rich at others' expense.
We next examined the extent to which zero-sum thinking predicts attitudes about economic inequality above and beyond political ideology. Not surprisingly, there was a significant, positive correlation between political conservatism and support for economic inequality, r(100) = .565, p < .0001. The more conservative participants reported being, the more they believed that economic inequality is not a pressing societal issue. More importantly, a multiple regression analysis predicting support for economic inequality from political ideology and the tendency to view wealth as zero-sum found that both ideology (β = .269, t(98) = 4.54, p < .0001) and zerosum thinking (β = -.531, t(98) = -6.69, p < .0001) independently predicted participants' attitudes toward economic inequality. Including zero-sum thinking as a unique predictor of support for economic inequality substantially increased the explained variance in attitudes from R 2 = 32% to R 2 = 53%. Thus, far from being redundant with political ideology, zero-sum thinking uniquely predicted attitudes about inequality. Examining people's zero-sum beliefs about wealth is therefore consequential for understanding their support for-or opposition to-economic inequality above and beyond simply knowing their ideological leaning. Replicating Study 4, we found a significant positive correlation between political conservatism and the tendency to think about immigration in zero-sum terms, r(102) = .333, p = .0006. The more conservative participants reported being, the more they believed that immigrants gain at the expense of U.S. citizens. In contrast, the more participants reported being politically liberal, the less zero-sum thinking they exhibited about immigration.
We next examined the extent to which zero-sum thinking predicts attitudes toward antiimmigration policies above and beyond political ideology. Not surprisingly, there was a significant, positive correlation between political conservatism and support for tough antiimmigration policies, r(102) = .670, p < .0001. The more conservative participants reported being, the more they supported strict anti-immigration policies such as building a wall on the Replicating Study 5A, we found a significant positive correlation between political conservatism and zero-sum thinking about challenges to the status-quo, r(95) = .305, p < .0001. The more conservative participants in the zero-sum statements condition reported being, the more they believed that the progress Black Americans have made has come at the expense of White
Americans. In contrast, the more liberal participants reported being, the less zero-sum thinking they exhibited about the progress made toward racial equality.
We next examined whether the relationship between political ideology and zero-sum thinking can be explained by the fact that liberals are more prone than conservatives to side with historically underprivileged groups in their struggle for equality. Because liberals tend to be more supportive of racial equality, they often believe that there has been less progress toward it than conservatives do (38). As a consequence, liberals may disagree with the notion that Black people gain at the expense of White people because they deny the premise of progress in the first place. Indeed, we found in the non-zero-sum statements condition that liberal participants were directionally less likely to agree that substantial progress has been made toward racial equality.
However, the relationship in this condition between ideology and beliefs about progress was not significant, r(95) = .062, p = .179. Moreover, the interaction between ideology and condition (zero-sum statements vs. non-zero-sum statements) revealed that participants' beliefs were significantly correlated with their political ideology only when progress was depicted in a zerosum manner, but not when progress was not depicted in a zero-sum manner, F(3, 196) = 11.79, p = .0007. Thus, disagreements about the premise of racial progress could not sufficiently explain ideological differences in zero-sum thinking. Rather than gravitating toward any frame that implicitly or explicitly sides with Black Americans, liberal participants seemed to uniquely reject zero-sum statements that depicted progress toward racial equality as coming at the expense of White people. Ideologically-consistent beliefs Ideologically-inconsistent beliefs
